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DETAILED ACTION 

In the following action, Examiner uses a shorthand notation denoting 
dependence of claims, where cases of multiple dependency exist. For example "12/1" 
indicates "claim 12 dependant on claim 1". 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: In 
paraqgraph 1 of the Detailed description, reference is made to numerals 22, 24, 26 in 
figures 1 and 2. The numerals are not in figures 1 or 2. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1,2, 4, 9/1, 9/2 and 12/1 ,12/2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Rozenkranc (USPN 6,276,061). 

3. Regarding claim 1 , Rosenkranc discloses a shaving razor (figure 2) with a 
housing (2 figure 1) having a primary guard (6, and the area thereby, figurel) a primary 
cap (5 figure 1 ) . Rosenkranc further discloses primary razor blades located between 
the cap and guard. Rosenkranc further discloses a trimming blade (4 figure 1 ) mounted 
at the back of the housing (as seen in figure 1) , and having its cutting edge oriented 
away from said upper surface (seen in figure 1). Rosenkranc further discloses an 
elongate handle (1 figure 2) having a curve at the first end concave on the same side as 
primary blades (figure 2, as reproduced for clarity below) 
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4. Regarding claim 2, , Rosenkranc discloses a shaving razor (figure 2) with a 
housing (2 figure 1) having a primary guard (6, and the area thereby, figurel) a primary 
cap (5 figure 1) . Rosenkranc further discloses primary razor blades located between 
the cap and guard. Rosenkranc further discloses a trimming blade (4 figure 1) mounted 
at the back of the housing (as seen in figure 1) , and having it's cutting edge oriented 
away from said upper surface (seen in figure 1 ). Rosenkranc further discloses an 
elongate handle (1 figure 2) having a curve at the first end concave on the same side as 
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primary blades (figure 2). Rosenkranc further discloses a finger pad at said first end , on 
the same side as said primary blades (see figure below). 




5. Regarding claim 4, Rozenkranc discloses all the elements of claim 1 , as 
discussed above. Rozenkranc further discloses a finger pad as discussed above, and 
shown in the above picture. 

6. Regarding claims 9/1 and 9/2, Rozenkranc further discloses that there be three 
primary blades. 
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7. Regarding claim 12/1 and 12/2, Rozenkranc further discloses that the housing is 
pivotably connected to the handle by a connection that has an at rest stop position to 
prevent pivoting of said housing when said trimming blade is cutting hair (column 1 lines 
63-67, continuing to column 2 line 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

10. Claims 3, 5, 6, 9/3 and 12/3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rozenkranc in view of Gilder (USPN 5,533,263). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 3, Rozenkranc teaches a shaving razor (figure 2) with a housing 
(2 figure 1) having a primary guard (6, and the area thereby, figurel) a primary cap (5 
figure 1) . Rosenkranc further teaches a primary razor blades located between the cap 
and guard. Rosenkranc further teaches a trimming blade (4 figure 1) mounted at the 
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back of the housing (as seen in figure 1 ) , and having it's cutting edge oriented away 
from said upper surface (seen in figure 1 ). Rosenkranc further teaches an elongate 
handle (1 figure 2) having a curve at the first end concave on the same side as primary 
blades (figure 2, as reproduced for clarity below) 

I The first end of 




Rozenkranc does not teach a bifurcated handle at said first end. 
Gilder teaches a handle that is bifurcated such that there is a region between the 
two portions. 
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In the same field of invention it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify Rozenkranc by making the handle bifurcated as 
taught by Gilder, so the user could better view the shaving operation, or to allow a 
configuration "so as not to obstruct flow of rinsing water through the blade unit" (column 
1 lines 37-38). The motivation to combine is that a bifurcated handle is easier to rinse. 
12. Regarding claim 5, Rosenkranc further teaches a finger pad at said first end , on 
the same side as said primary blades (see figure below). 
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1 3. Regarding claim 6, Rozenkranc teaches a shaving razor (figure 2) with a housing 
(2 figure 1 ) having a primary guard (6, and the area thereby, figurel ) a primary cap (5 
figure 1) . Rosenkranc further teaches a primary razor blades located between the cap 
and guard. Rosenkranc further teaches a trimming blade (4 figure 1 ) mounted at the 
back of the housing (as seen in figure 1) , and having it's cutting edge oriented away 
from said upper surface (seen in figure 1). Rosenkranc further teaches an elongate 
handle (1 figure 2) having a curve at the first end concave on the same side as primary 
blades (figure 2, as reproduced for clarity below). 
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Rozenkranc does not teach a bifurcated handle at said first end. 
Gilder teaches a handle that is bifurcated such that there is a region between the 
two portions. 

In the same field of invention it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify Rozenkranc by making the handle bifurcated as 
taught by Gilder, so the user could better view the shaving operation, or to allow a 
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configuration "so as not to obstruct flow of rinsing water through the blade unit" (column 
1 lines 37-38). The motivation to combine is that a bifurcated handle is easier to rinse. 

14. Regarding claim 9/3, Rozenkranc further teaches the use of three primary 
blades. 

1 5. Regarding claim 1 2/3, Rozenkranc further teaches that the housing is pivotably 
connected to the handle by a connection that has an at rest stop position to prevent 
pivoting of said housing when said trimming blade is cutting hair (column 1 lines 63-67, 
continuing to column 2 line 1). 

16. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rozenkranc. 

Regarding claim 7, all the limitations of claims 2,4, or 5 have been met as 
discussed above, except Rozenkranc is silent as to whether or not said finger pad is 
made of "elastomeric material". The Examiner hereby takes official notice that the use 
of elastomeric material is well known in the art for use as a finger pad, for grip comfort 
and control. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to make the finger pad from an elastomeric material to make the grip 
comfortable and easy to control. 

17. Claims 8/2 and 8/4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rozenkranc in view of Bosy et al. (USPN 6,598,303). 

18. Regarding claim 8/5, Rozenkranc does not disclose the handle having 'relieved 
portions'. 
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Bosy et al. teaches an indent, or relieved portion, for providing access to finger 
gripping pad 24, figure 1 (column 2 lines 37-41 and column 3 lines 60-65). 

In the same field of invention it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify Rozenkranc by making the finger pad indented as 
taught by Bosy et al, for added comfort. The motivation to combine is that having the 
finger pad be indented (or have a relieved portion) will be comfortable and allow access 
to the pad ("support multiple segments of an index finger"). 

19. Claim 8/5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rozenkranc in view of Gilder as applied to claim 5 above, and further in view of Bosy et 
al. (USPN 6,598,303). 

Regarding claim 8/5, Rozenkranc in view of Gilder does not disclose the handle 
having 'relieved portions'. 

Bosy et al. teaches an indent, or relieved portion, for providing access to finger 
gripping pad 24, figure 1 (column 2 lines 37-41 and column 3 lines 60-65). 

In the same field of invention it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify Rozenkranc in view of Gilder by making the finger 
pad indented as taught by Bosy et al, for added comfort. The motivation to combine is 
that having the finger pad be indented (or have a relieved portion) will be comfortable 
and allow access to the pad ("support multiple segments of an index finger"). 

20. Claims 10/1, 10/2, 11/1 and 11/2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rozenkranc as applied to claims 1 or 2 above in view of "Platinum 
Mach 14". 
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Rozenkranc does not disclose 4 or 5 or more primary shaving blades. 

"Platinum Mach 14" discloses a 14 bladed razor (see figure on page two) . 

In the same field of invention it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify Rozenkranc by adding up to 14 primary blades as 
taught by "Platinum Mach 14". The motivation to use more blades, as stated in Coffin 
(USPGPUB 2003/0217469), is to "increase the shaving efficiency of the razor". 

21 . Claim 1 0/3 and 1 1/3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rozenkranc in view of Gilder as applied to claim 3 above, and further in view of 
"Platinum Mach 14". 

22. Rozenkranc does not disclose 4 or 5 or more primary shaving blades. 
"Platinum Mach 14" discloses a 14 bladed razor. 

In the same field of invention it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify Rozenkranc by adding up to 14 primary blades as 
taught by "Platinum Mach 14". The motivation to use more blades, as stated in Coffin 
(USPGPUB 2003/0217469), is to "increase the shaving efficiency of the razor". 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sean M. Michalski whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6752. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30AM - 3:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Derris Banks can be reached on 571-272-4419. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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